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All Participants: 

(1) Tiffany A Fetzner . 

(2) Attonnev Uodeeo Gil . 
Date of Interview: 12 July 2004 



Status of Application: 

(3) . 

(4) . 

Time: 3pm 



Type of Interview: 

M Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes S No 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 



Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 

None 

Claims discussed: 

Claims 1, 6, 8, and 1 1 and how appplicant wanted the examiner to incorporate new claim 1 5 into the pending independent claims. 



Prior art documents discussed: 

See Continuation Sheet 



Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

See Continuation Sheet 



Part III. 

I3 It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413B) 



Application No. 09/391,399 



Continuation of Identification of prior art discussed: Smith et al., 4,595,899 and Frese et al., 5,814,993 and the fact 
that these references show cylindrical-spheres as a main enclosure, with two-dimensional repositioning. Neither of 
these references has a spherical enclosure (i.e. a 3-dimensional circular enclosure) and neither teach or show three- 
dimensional repositioning.. 

Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: The 
examiner contacted applicant's attorney to discuss the examiner's amednment to be entered, which was authorized by 
Attorney Larry Nixon on July 7th 2004 in order to place the application in condition for allowance. Specifically 
discussed with attorney Updeep Gil was where and how applicant wanted new dependent claim 15, of the May 17th 
2004 amendment and response, incorporated into the independent claims,by examiner's amendment, since 
incorporating new claim 15 into the independent claims, would distinguish applicant's MRI system / method/ apparatus 
from the prior art of record. Additionally, the examiner proposed correcting minor antecedent grammatical corrections, 
and a more descriptive title for the application. The attorney approved the examiner proposed changes and thanked 
the examiner for her time.. 



